














































1. How many expense paid trips did Tailwind Sports pay for out of the sponsorship agreement 

funds. 

2. Who were these postal executives and guest? 

3. How much in total monies and perks was paid out for each executive and guest. 

4. To which events. 

5. Plus each and every year from 1995 to 2006. 

6. Did they report this gift(s)/income on their IRS filings? 

7. Did they report these as require in U S Codes 5 Government Organization and Employees 

(Ethics) 

8. Did they get the kickbacks on their frequent flier miles? That they didn't pay for .... double 

dipping 

9. Was the USPS was acting as a corporate shield? That the USPS executives were and still are 

nothing more than a bunch of criminals, hoodlums, and thugs. 

Black's Law Dictionary: perquisites: A term that describes compensation 

above a person's ordinary salary. 

PERQUISITES: In the USPS sponsorship contract 

Montgomery Sports to start with, what were the amount of perquisites in the early years especially 

before Lance and Tailwind. The number of executives getting perks, their names and money spent 

by Montgomery Sports? 

Lance won the Tour De France in 1999. How many of the USPS executives participated and what was 

the monetary amounts in perks and number of events increased over the coming years. 

If the USPS was getting such a bang for its buck, why did they drop their sponsorship? 

Movant contends that the USPS was under too much heat to reveal details of their early relationship 

with Weisel (Montgomery Sports) and the contents (perquisites) of their sponsorship agreements. 

Why did the USPS become involved in a sport so riddled with scandal and doping if they had such a 

good name to protect? Movant contends that it was this reason Weisel picked the USPS is for its 

good name, 1st so as it could run cover for the doping scandals and 2nd so it could act as a corporate 

shield over all their illegal activities. 

Why did Tailwind put up with the perquisites/extortion or pay the bribes? Montgomery/Tailwind 

Sports would have had no problem getting another sponsor after the 1999 season. Proof in point 
was when the heat got so bad that the USPS finally had to drop sponsorship or reveal its records, 

Lance /Tailwind/Wiesel got the Discovery Channel to sponsor them. 

Which leads to the question, what was Tailwind Sports and Discovery Channels sponsorship 

agreement in regards to perquisites? 
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Federal Funds 

It is illegal to use federal funds to perpetuate a fraud or crime 

United States Code Title 5, Government employees and Ethics 

United States Code Title 18, Crimes and Punishment 

United States Code Title 31, Money and Finance 

12. Movant request that he be granted litigating amicus status. See: Knopp v Johnson, Wyatt v 

Stickney, Michigan Fishing Rights Case, Michigan Prisons Case. 

Reasons for granting amicus status is the sole discretion of the trial judge. 

a. Is it in the public Interest ... Yes! 

b. Is it of governmental Interest ... Yes! 

c. Is it of grave importance ... Yes ! 

d. To assure justice ... Yes! 

e. Will it achieve judicial economy and efficiency ... Yes' 

f. Will it assist the court in avoiding Error ... Yes! 

g. To preserve the courts honor and integrity ... Yes!, Yes! , Yes! 

13. Finally, Movant believes there is a need for a Special Prosecutor to be appointed by this 

court. 
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Conclusion 

This Presentation will allow the court to look at this litigation 

under a different lens and with an eye of suspicion 

This amicus brief should be accepted by this Honorable Court as an invaluable tool. 

Movant filed an Amicus Brief in U. S. District Court, District of Utah, Central Division, Judge David 

Sam presiding, Criminal Case No. 95-CR-2085, which led to over 1,000 investors, and 33 million dollars 

being recovered in a Ponzi scheme. For the courts knowledge Judge Sam assigned an officer of his court 

to investigate and verify the amicus brief and act as a liaison between amicus Fred Mauney and the 

court. 

This Court should retain Movant as a consultant! investigator in this litigation. 

Movant should be allowed to participate in issuing subpoenas, interrogatories, depositions and the 

like in this litigation as was allowed in Wyatt v. Stickney, Wyatt v. Aderholt, Knop v Johnson, Michigan 

Fishing Right Case, and the Michigan Prisons Case. 

Given that others involved have conflicts of interest and are therefore disqualified, Movant's is 

available for the job of Special Prosecutor. 

Defendants should hire Movant as a consultant if not lead chair in their defense. 

Movant request this court, seriously consider anyone ofthe above, any combination of the above or 

all ofthe above. 

Given the courts, "Inherent Power", this court should issue blanket arrest warrants from the 

bench. 

That Movant's summary be incorporated into the conclusion. 

It appears that USPS's and the defendants legal theory is: 

"Stall, delay, hope you die or just go away" 
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Movant; Fred W. Mauney Jr. , is a person on disability receiving a disability check in the amount of 

$720 a month. This investigation and filing of this amicus brief would be a daunting task for a Special 

Prosecutor with a professional staff and unlimited funds. It's now time for this court to take the ball and 

run with it in the name of Honor, Integrity and In the Interest Of Justice and the "American Way 

of Life". 

Last but not least , there is a need for a Special Prosecutor to be appointed by this court. 

This amicus brief speaks for itself. 

May God Save This Honorable Court ... And The Good Ole U. S. of A. 

r ,,~~~~1'7~cJ/// Respectively Submitted this Date:~ ,It / 

L ~/~ 
By Movant; kd/ t 

.' 

Fred Woodrow Mauney, Jr. 

401 W 24th Street 

Charlotte, North Carolina 28206 

Cell: 202.413.8578 

E-mail: akathephoenix@yahoo.com 

ADDENDUM: Movant, Fred Mauney, as has been mentioned is a man receiving a monthly disability 

check of $720. Upon filing this Amicus Brief with the court which has taken up all of Movants time 
energy and funds, he will now be able to turn his limited funds, time and energy to his websites. 

Phoenix Charities. com, Fred Mauney.com, Banner Buggy.com , social media networks Facebook, 

Twitter and comments on different news feeds dealing with this Qui Tam civil action and other causes. 

See Movant's Exhibits: _ V, _40, _41, _42, _43. 
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Verification 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.c. section 1746 that I Fred W. Mauney Jr. am the one and 

same Fred W. Mauney Jr. mentioned at all times in attached Motion For Leave To 

File Amicus Curaie Brief Case No. 1:10-cv-00976-RLW and attached Amicus 

Curaie Brief Case No. 1:10-cv00976-RLW. 

I swear and certify under penalty of perjury to all statements, documentation and 

exhibits are true and correct to the best of his knowledge. 

Fred Woodrow Mauney, Jr. 

401 W 24'h Street 

Charlotte, North Carolina 28206 

Cell: 202. 413.8578 

E-ma il : akathephoenix@yahoo.com 


